
EPA Region 5 Records Ctr. 

Unseld,, Tinnothy (DNRE) 312169 

From: UNSELDT@DEQ-SW-LP.DEQ-PLAINWELL 
Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2000 4:34 PM 
To: VONGUNTJ@DEQ-SC.DEQ-ERD 
Cc: LEEPT@DEQ-SW-LP.DEQ-Plainwell 
Subject: Allied OU Faxed Proposal for Response Action 

I recoiveci your fax today and I am wondering what you would like me to do. I was out at 
t.:ie 'P Mi„l last week for a meeting and observed that sheet pile was being placed along 
bjth the Uillow Blvd. site and the A-site. If the waste is not removed from the back side 
of the shf.rot pile and replaced with a clean soil backfill, then the containment does not 
m2et the ]:equ;.rements of Part 115. It appears that this type of containment is being 
aopr^'ved tit these sites in spite of previous comments from WMD that it would not comply 
v;:.th Part 115. 

To rr.y kno'.\ledqe, 3BL has also proposed the same type system for the Allied OU closures. 
I~ EF.D chc.oses to approve this design, that is fine. Just be advised that it does not 
c 5mp.l y with Part 115. 

I ; wc>uld ai:pear that if the site is not to be closed in accordance vjith Part 115 then my 
review of ihe documents prepared for closure would be of limited utility. 

Z Lr.ot hy Ur..sold 
S'5n:..i:ir En ;̂ i r o r i m e n t a l E n g i n e e r 
FLa.i:'iwell C i s t r i c t O f f i c e 
W.ast:.€' Kana(g€:ment D i v i s i o n 
u . i s e l d t @si; ,ate .mi . us 
6:6-e;35-0::.a3 Phone 
t l 6 - G 3 5 - l - : 6 2 Fax 



Unseld, Timothy (DNRE) 

From: vonguntj@DEQ-SC.DEQ-ERD 
Sent: Tuesday, May 16, 2000 5:06 PM 
To: UNSELDT@DEQ-SW-LP.DEQ-PLAINWELL 

ubject: Re: Allied OU Faxed Proposal for Response Action c 

1 im-
1 he shê et pile which has been placed along the A-site is a voluntary interim action and 
vas con::e:)tually approved as being CONSISTENT with a final remedy. It is not an agency 
ccprovê ci final remedy, which will be set forth in the Record of Decision. Part 115 will be 
i ier.'iiiie.i as an ARAR in the ROD, and I expect the final remedy to be compliant wi-h Part 
115. Unle;;s upper management decides otherwise, the ROD will require them to excavate 
V aste i'ron be'iind the sheet pile and backfill. 

."ust to b;; cl-aar on what is happening where, unless they were actually driving sheet pile 
last w6:€!k, the sheet at the A-site (right next to Willow Blvd) stops at Olmstead Creek and 
is not extended to the Willow Blvd portion of the site. The Allied Site (OUl) is being 
.: heer-pi.l;!d also as an interim action, without formal approval. 

Ihe .:a>: ori King Mill is also an interim proposal that ERD does not want to approve unless 
fveir/body thinks it's a good idea. At this point, we do not believe groundwater has been 
.; iequat;ely characterized at the Allied Operable Unit on Portage Creek and are reluctant to 
ipprove; bringing additional material into the site. On the other hand, if an additional 30 
to 1:0 thousand cubic yards is not a big deal, then excavation of Ki.ng Mill would free up 
:hat piroporty for re-use. 

I'd ._ike your review of the proposal and your comments will be passed on to the PRPs in 
:hei;." 6;nt;.rety, just like they will be for the Willow/A-site (still waiting on comments 
f ror. thie E;RD geologist). Do you see technical or legal problems wit.n allowing the Xing 
!• ill r€;si:lual3 to be brought to the Allied Property? I'm just looking for a reaction to 
:nis pi-op;)sal, or having you specify what you would need to see in a work plan before it 
•: luld b£! fipproved. 

Inaniis foi- yojr help, and I do not plan on blowing off WMD comments or Part 115. Allowing 
: ne i'RPs t;o d:) these interim actions at all has really made things difficult. 

;>> 7imottiy Unseld 05/16 4:34 PM > » 
I receive:! your fax today and I am wondering what you would like me to do. I was out at 
:he GP Mi!.l last week for a meeting and observed that sheet pile was being placed along 
1: otn the /JIIIDW Blvd. site and the A-site. If the waste is not removed from the back side 
: f the ;;h;;et oile and replaced with a clean soil backfill, then the containment does not 
.neet the; reqjireme.nts of Part 115. It appears that this type of containment is being 
r;pprc5ved at tnese si'es in spite of previous comments from WMD that it would not comply 
-.-ith Part 115. 

l3 rr.̂' knowledge, BBL has also proposed the same type system for the Allied OU closures. 
If IRD ch:)ose3 to approve this design, that is fine. Just be advised that it does not 
camp-y v/it.h Part 115. 

It vvoul-d appear that if the site is not to be closed in accordance with Part 115 then my 
lev.iew of the documents prepared for closure would be of limited utility. 

lirao'zhy Unseld 
fenior i'n^ironmental Engineer 
[•la;inw6;ll Dist;rict Office 
'/'aste Management Division 
unselcit@;;tat6 .mi . us 
t 16-1585-0043 Phone 
(•16-685-136;? Fax 


